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THE PARABLES IN HATTHEW,

The wording of our title ought not to be lightly
passed mr‘. The phrags"Hstthew's Psrables" would have had
a different meaning: It would have confined our attention
to those parzbles peculiarly Matthsw!s end would have made
our inquiry an inquiry chiefly into the evangelist's mind,
The title chogen {3 broader than the one suggested, It
takes in all the parsbles in the Firgt Gospel and everything
connected with thm'. The mganing of our title might be
elaborated thus:e The primary puspose n_r this paper is to
get at that portion of the teaching of Jesus in the psrables
recorded by th; The secondary purpose {sg to learn

| what are the peculiarities of Mt which show themselves in

the paradles, This gecondary purpose is incidental to our
4
first purpose, It really gives us the method to be usged,

| nemely that of comparison, Many works devoted to the

present sudbject have not pursued this method, But in schol-

: arly circles tofay the approved method is not to lump the

four gospels together &and treat them indiscriminately but
to have regard to the individuality of each sccount and

{
theredby a&rrive at & more correct view 0f the truth presented,

| We want to get at Jesus, particulerly at the parabolic
f teaching ¢f Jesus, In order to do that we must studj the
- i

reporters of Jesus comparatlively,” In this case we are con-




Jisy

cerned with one of them, Mt; with the help of the other
reporters we desire to’ get a correct estimate of him, so thst
we may have aﬁzore exact understanding of our Lord,

An exact definition of a parable is not necessary to our |

i

,t 1
study, It would indeed bPe convenient were we gble to say eéxacly

lwhat sayings are to be regarded as parables and what not, But

in every instance, Many s&yings hgve & parsbolic character, 1
|

{

but opinion would differ &s to the prupriety of calling them

' H ,
'parébles, SBuffice it to say that parables are those sayings

vhich sre quite gemrélly conceded to be properly so called.
ia ractically it makes no difference that many short sayings are

{

erely logia, Our study can go forward independently of exact

definitions and statistics,
‘_ Looking at the parabolic teaching in a genergl way we can i
!ﬁOtiOO seversl differences between Mt &nd his fellow re-

lporters, Uk and Lk# Roughly speaking our Lord has left us from
it 4 |

jat one time called parables and at another time proverds or i

i by
30 to 35 parsbles; Two~thirds of these are preserved for us by
’ )

i !
Lk. ¥t has only one=half of them, In this respect of quantity

'can any parables in the strict and narrow senss of the word be

‘ ) |
FIhe word parable(nep<Bory ) does not occur in Johm, neither \
Isaid to occur in the Fourth Evangelist i
a ‘

i

fl

this can hardly be done, At lesst not all scholars would agree |
]



same aim but with less extensive resources, Another general
difference to be noted concerns Jesus' purpose in the use of
parables, Following ig Jesus! sxplicit statement according
to Mt with the variant accountsy

Lk

Therefore I speak unto\Unto you is given Unto you it is
them in parables; beé |the mystery of the given to know the
cause seeing they sed rigdom of God: but | mysteries of the |
not, and hearing they unto them that are kingdom of God:
hear not, neither do thout,all things | but to the rest |
they understand &nd re doné in parsbles:|in parables; that}
unto them is fulfilled [that eeeing they may |@seing they may |
the prophécy of Issiah/ges and not perceive; |jnot see, &nd hea
which salth,By hearing (end hearing they may (ing they may not |
ye shall hear etec.’ hear and not under- [understand,
gtand; lest haply
they should turn -
zgain, and it ghould 1
e forgiven thed.,

(page 66 in Huck)

¥k and Lk gives ug a little troudble here which Mt does not,

According to them Jesus spoke in parables in order to proéuce |
i \
gpiritual blindness, However the disciples understood this,

we must take it as"sad irony", We cannot suppose that our Lok
. SR

intended to blind people, He must have beezi stating in strong'
terms the result znd not the purpose of his p&rabolic teachingyg

Ht on the other hand does not necessitate any such expiaxmtion

as this, According to him Jesus says that he uses parables
becsuse of the condition of his hearers o The meaning seems to-

be that plain literal speech would be misunderstood as well




in some cases not understood, But it must not be supposed tha
Mt'e version is entirely without difficulty, It lacks the
clearness belonging to ¥k and LkE* Perhaps the canons of ;
criticiem would compel us to take the report of Mk and Lk i
as correct and Mt's as edited, sinc¢e the more difficult of

i two versions %a 1likely to be the correct onei Buﬁ however thel
méy be, the passage gives us what Mt regarded as a purpose of
i the parables:’ Maybe he would have us understand that it was
the purpose of the uéa of parablesL:‘But nothing prevents us

Judging from the parables themselves; We are at liberty to

to make us of all available evidence, We can draw inferences

| from the d&t&.presente& to us by the Eva ngelist gs %ell as

he can%’h‘study of the parables in Mt leads us to the same |
conclﬁpion of the:quﬁstion of purpose as does a study of the ..
.-parablea in the other two gospelsi Jesus ueed parables to
make his meaning cle&r and to adapt his truth to the under- |
standing and general mental life of his hearers, to win !
& hearing for a sometimes unpalatable truth or an othere i
wise unhesded truth, to lodge his truth in the minds of men |

5 and perhaps in some instances to convey truth to willing hgar-%
k ors in the midst of a hostile enviromment. Still another !
general observation concerns the distribution,or bettor, t
the grouﬁing of the parables in the gospel. Even the casual |

reader notices that Mt places the parables in groups, though

of course some are isolated, 1In ch&ptei I3 there are 7 pmr&bl{y



" lated the parables without any such clasgifications &s those |
) b i

i = o e F

in chapters zo,zx,!ﬁ, thers are 45 In chapters 24 and2s; |
there are 5: But perhaps we ought not to charge all this
;-
grouping to Mt} Jesus may have uttered several parables on
¢

I
|
one occaslon, Public speskers d;olnot always content them- ‘!
selves with Just .one illustration, Moreover whenever the 1
wordTM(’«po\n, as Meyer points out, is used technically it J
is almost invariably used in the plural* Here it is well to
observs tha.t. the classification of the parables upon which |
much attention ha.s‘been bestowsd is not a matter of the ‘!
highest importance, Evidently the early christians spprec |

of modern timo..% Classifications are &3 & rule merely |

conveniences for the sake of tremmnt and may minister more ~

o
to the sense of symetry than mght oelge, It seéms best to {
i

’ study the parables about &s they are given us by the evamgel-i

18‘278. ) I

. |

Leaving thege general matters of quantity, purposs and '
arrangement, look at those parables which Mt haa in common |
with Lk but not with Mk, There are 8 ot theml-

Page in Rnck 47 Two Foundatione‘it 712427 Tk 6°47-49 Y
]

61 'The Children in the Harket le
Mt I1:16=-19, l:k'? (31435,
89 The leaven it I& %3 ILx 13.201-31'
| I '
97 THe Lost Sheep Mt I8:ID-I4. Lk IszI-IO A
!24 The Harriage Feast and ‘'The 8lighted I itati
Mt 22:J-I4 Lk I4°I -24
141 The Good Man and tHe Thief, Mt 24:42-44
e wy ] " s ey ka Ig.g{?-é
142 The Unfaithful Upper Sarva.nt - -
24 __
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_ The exceptions are the first two parables, The"Two Foundstig

145 The Talents Ht 25:14-31 Lk I9: II.27. l

It 1s the rule rather than the exception that Mt has i

a differerit setting for almost every oms of these than has J
L .

and "The Children Plgying in the Msrket Place®in:dboth gospelsg

are placed respeotively at the close of the Sermon on the
Mount and in Jesus'estimate of Jolm the Baptist.

As to verbal differences the following may de said.- |
In the "Two Foundations® there is very little similarity of f
lamguage: The?Children In The Market Place” in ¥t follows '
rmach the same order of words &s in Ik, but there is a anm

1nterchangenof synonyms and tenses. For instance
t

v Vé“S
¢ rnv )/o.ye.sr- Twvrn vy Tous avepwﬂous u”;’::i A
-~ A
?s-v T-;‘_s a')(.;fgts <¢" Ydf? ;
’ .
oS > Y {
[y 2 \NBer 2\n ANuBey :
i

Practically no verdal differences are to noted in the
"Leaven”/ In the parable of the *"Lost Sheep® a very striking
difference occurs, * According to Lk the gheep is lost

(molwXis), while in Mt the shecp has stryed(‘""avwf“"ﬂ’)
Hardly less significamt is the 4ifference in the expression

of time in the parable of the "goodman and The Thief® .'* ut
¢ i

sqys"iom'f"““n while Lk eays Tolo wpg | /

1

5
|
The"Unfaithful Upper Servant ° in Lk contains two verses not J

i
found in M{' account Lk animadverts on the relation of

|
knowledge and ignorance of duty in relation to pumishment, |
|

There 1s no excuse for ignorance but ignorance of duty




Jﬁstiﬁea a mitigation of, punishment. "And that servant who
knew his lord's will and made not ready, nor did accordi ng
to his will,shall be beaten with many stripes; but he that
knew not and 4id things worthy of stripes,shall be beaten
with few stripes? A thought about responsibility varying wij
opportunity is added doubtless as another form of the

!

thought Just given, though it does not exactly correspond, |

The verbal differsnces in the parable of"The Marriage Feast
and The Slighted Invitationvas given repectively by Ht and

are so marked as to suggest to many that we have here two
§ .

distinct parables) I do not taXs up the question but simplyi °
sccept the Jjudgment of HucR?'s Synopse which places the two
accounts side by side under the title"The 'nessianio Feast®, ||T
The following differences should be noted:-
ut ' 153

A certain king who made & A cwriain man mamxde a great supper;
marriege feast for his son, ]:

'
L

The invited guests not only )} The guests merely make ridicu-|
slight and ridicule but alsgo\ lous excuses,

maltreat and kill the sers

vants sent to swmmon them )

The episode of the man ... : ino':mggestion of this opisodei'-
without the wedding
garment is related,

The episode geems to contaln |The parable has but th{s one po nt
the additional lesson that r .| of the indifference of the prij-
some of those who attend the / ileged and the appreciation or the
feoast will be ejected; ky i
that i8 some who &ccept the 1
invitation will be:found )
unfit or not ready . |
|
|



i
parable of the Talents,/ here again some maintain that we

have two distinct parables, but here again we defer to the
Judgment represented in Huck's Synopss and regard them es
]

two versions of the ssme paradle.’

ing differences?-
nt

]
For it is as when a men
going into another country
called hig own servants and
delivered unto them his good
And unto one he gave five
talents, to another two, to
gnother one ,
each according to his several
abilitygs an@ he went on his
Journey

The servants trade with vary-
ing success,

The verbal differences in the

i
il
It us notice the follows:

u
h

Lk

) 3
{ & cartain nobleman went into ais

far country to recelve for hin‘e
self @ kingdom and to return,
2nd he called ten servants and
gave them ten pounds, a&nd saild
unto them,Trade ye herewith !
till I coms . . |
|
|
|

The servants trade with the s I

smne guccess:/each doubles
his endowment/

nzrrative of the slothful

servent &o not change the morasl lesson that indolence is

inexcussble '
"Equal diligence in the use

"“Unsqual diligence in the use

of unequal endowments equally{of equal sndowments unequally

rswardsd in the divine
Xkingdom®

rewarded” /

"M is the significace of &3l.thésé differences in

the two &ccounts dealing with

the same material? What

inferences may we draw from them regarding the pazra:blfs in

Ht? Fouf inferences may be drawnie ”

I /Neither Mt nor his fgllow evangelist was a stickler for ve

&

&l exgctness, The many minor

are proof of this,

y v
]

differences in vocabulary etc,

The gospel writers did not claim or care
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[

to be verbatim reporters, Bomg freedom ssems to have been |
{ i

used with the language. Hence we must not insist that in
every case we have the 1psissima ver‘ba*f

2‘&1; 's parables are adapted to Jewisgh reaﬁera ‘J;'his is apparg

enough from the phra:seology t?w\akn is a .Tewish division
of time whersas “(m (Ik) 1is Romam But the Jewish stand-
point comes out in many d.etails. The parable of the
? 8lighted Invitation ® speaks of a certain king making &
feast for hia son, reafily suggestive of the messianic
hope.ty the .Tow The two classes of pesople most in Mt's
mind are“believing and non«believing Jews, while Lk thinks
nore of Jews and Gentiles‘;’ And quite generally the
truth dbrought out 1n Lk's parasbles is of wider amnd less
national applicﬁion
:5," It follows naturally from the Jewish adaptartion of Itb
parables that the eschatalegical note is strong."’ In Lk
the"two Foundations? has reference to the distinction
between doing and not doing solely,wheresms in Ht the
parable has a very distinet eschatalogicel coloring, as
appears from the contaxt’, The basis for this inference
i8 broader than the grounds here given,’ That basis will

H

be seen in some of the parables that remain to be treated

i
. 43 A fourth inference end one in-line particularly with

the last two is that there is in Ut's parables & very
¢

strong note of severity,” ¥ot that this is entirely

lacking in Lk but that it is emph&sized in Ht,

nt



i~

In the pargble of th8°Lost Sheep" Lk thinks of the emotion |

{
with which God regards the sinner; God loses the sinner

of the Jewigh sinner speaks of him as & streyed sheep.

!
But Ut on the other hand having in mind the responsibility ’
|

The guests in "The Messignic Feast", who are the Jews, are
represented as beating end killing their host's servants; . |
in LXx they only present flimsy excuses, Take again the
*Two Foundations“g‘ The geverity of Mt is spparent from

the following comparlsonte
Ht

the rain descended,floods
came and the winds dlew,:
and beat upon that house,

I S O N F]

-
EC R I N T h o B N I S B B N A TE I R o IR A

the rain descended, and
the floods ceme, and the
winds blew, and smote
upon that house;

These inferences, i1t will be noticed,are based on

] Ik

when & flood arose, the
strean brake against that
house,

. L

egainsgt which the stream

3 in}

the parables in Mt which hgve parallels in Lk
{

bht not in Mk Those parables whiéh Mt has‘dm @ .~ -

common with both Mk and Lk, while they do not confim
) )

our inferences yet do not contradict. themy It would seem

that the more common the materlal, the less do Matthean
‘ ’

fegtures appear . The parables referred to aretl- /

[}

Page in Huck28 The Children of The Bride Chamber
The New Patch On The Worn Garment

The New Wine in The 01d:Skins.,” '

Mt 9:I14-17

Mk 2:I8-22 )

Lk 5:33-39

sJe s dees e s enscevssqecoesecesnsessney !

brake and stralghtway it fell:




(L

Mk 427-9)'Tk 834-8. *
89 The Mustard Seed Ht IS'SI-Szrlk 4*50-:52.‘
LxI3:I8-19 ;7

122 The Wicked Husbandmen Mt 21:33<41; ¢

The p
evidence st

|
‘ L]
55 The Sower or The Soils, Mt I33f«23; -

Me I2¢X-2¢ Lk 20¢ ‘9«-%n
139 The ﬁg Tree Mt 24332 ;MkI3:28+29;EL%217

grables,however, peculiar to Mt furnish us w:l.th

rongly confirmatory of our :lnferencos; ‘They are )
38 The Tares Kt IS 24-50 !

6I The Hid Treasure Mt 13-44

61 The Pearl Of Grest Prico/ ut 15‘45-46 K

61 The Drég Net Mt IS 247 !
89 The Ummerciful Servant Mt~ 18223-35 Jo

ggQ The Leborers in the Vinyard Xt 20 °I-16 i |'
119 The Two Sons I‘b 21 °28-5$“’ ]

143 The Ten Virgins Mt 25 °I-I:5 )l

148 The J‘udgment or The ghéep and/The Goats
Bt 25¢ BI-46:

Only two of these peculiar psrables lack the ‘note of

severity, namely*®he Hid Treasure,"and the"Pearl of Great

|
Price®; 4 The idea of a judgment comes out in all the other i1

The eschatalogical ides is found in at least 4 of theun.’*

We have to

. { )
if at 21l present in these parables, The evangelist does ;

confess that the Jewish nation is not foremost |
i

not have in mind the division of the Jews into ‘believers

and non-believers; nor does he think of the Jews and }
|

Gentiles as the contrasted classes, The Chureh has the

hege might be called parables of the Church,| -

A
i

'



with a few exceptions, The division in Mt's mind in them
is betwesen the true sand untrue followers of Christ,
Perhaps this ought to b.e‘added to our list of inferences
about the parables in Mt:~ Mt gives more prominence than

any other evangelist to the soclety of Christians, or
)
more simply, the Church) It need hardly be added that

it 18 not ecclesiastically but spiritually that the Church
is thought of: ‘

The parables omitted by Mt hawe some bearing on our
su’oject', We would like to know certainly whether Mt had
before him when he wrote any of the pa:ra'bles peculiar .to'
Lk and so whether he deliberately omitted "thq. Why did
not Mt presgerve for us"The Prodigal Son","The Rich :l[an and
Lmzms”,"The Pharigee and The Publican®,"The Good Samari-
tan"? We do not ‘know; If he knew of them, then we may
Judge that they‘were not exactly sulted to his purpose,
Though they have some severity in them, they are predomi-
nantly parables of compassion, If Ht did not know them,
then we have to ask why all those peculiar to Lk should
be marked by the spirit of mercy and those peculiar to Mt
marked by the spirit of severity., It seems incredibdle
that »Ht_ and Lk slould Jjust happen to be familiar witl;t
parables in Jugt this wayl Can we not say that there is

selection here? It looks very much as though there was

& fund of parables from which Mt and Lk selected such as




were in harmony with their prevailing spirit, If this is
80, Wwo have still further evidence on the point of Mt's
individunality ‘.

The discussion now brings ug to the crucial question:
Are these peculiarities in the parables found in Mt to be
traced wholly to the eva.ngelist'or dg they represent a
true aspect of the teaching of Jeésus? - Must we discount

these parables to get the truth as it came from Jesus lips?

or are we to take them at their face va;iuei Reference to

i

the other gospels helps to solve the ;;roblam." ¥hen we
study Mk and Lk,we see that they do not cozit:gaict Ht in
{

every case, We find in them(it may sound paradoxical)
Mt peculiarities.' Mt does not have an exclusive claim
to the truths so prominent in his para‘bleo: Ht's peculi-
arity lies not so‘nmch in hie meaning as in his emphasis,
In a rough way we m&y illustrate the differnce beiween
¥t, ¥k and Lk by reference to musical interpretation,

Let three pianists take the same musical composition.."
Each one renders it in a different way, Eszch one maRkes
you hear something more distinctly or differently than
does either of his fellows, Yet the musical composition

7%
has but one composer, Esch one: .0f thetplayers mayAtr-}ze

H
as far as he goes No player may bring out all there
is8 in the piece, but we are thankful for the different

interpretations: we thereby gain greater insight into the




.

has endeavored to make clear:-

value of the composition. This, I say, in a general way

and that of the others, I need not go into details;

everyone knows that there are national, severe, eschata-

i

illustrates the difference between Mt's parabolic teaching ]
{ 2

!

logical and discipleship parables and parts of parables in
the other two gospels, The thing to remember' is that
neither of the other two evangelists giveg the same emph-
sig to these things &as does our First EVEngolistB

o The practical conclusion from this whole matter

for the everyday christian and for the Christian teacher
is very plainl It has reference not only to thc parsbles {
but in fact to all connected with the l1ife and temching [}
of Ghristi Discover the individuality of the gospel writer?
gses that that individuality does not in the large detract
from the fidelity of his report ‘but{empha:sizes an amspect thaf
night otherwise escaps your attention, Remgmber too that I
you get only a limited though true view of Jesus' thought g
from each evangelisti When you are reading Et, you must |
never forget that you are reading ¥t and that only as you
consider the other ovangelibts in the same manner will you
approximate to a complete view of our Lord;" E&ch 15 but

{

& broken light >~ Christ is more than each, indeed mere

1
than all togethbr. In applying these general thoughts to l
the parables in Mt you will learn and will in your study

need always to bear in mind the five facts which thls papery



)

I, We have not in every case an exact verbatim report.
ag' The parables in Mt are adapted primarily to Jewisgh
: roaders:
™ '; 31, The eschatalogical note is prominent,
| ‘ Many of them are exceedingly severe in tone,

A number of them rélate to the church on its spiritual

‘sid:e.. .
When thesge facts are clearly apprehended and applied, you
will see that in the parables Mt makes a decided and dis-
tinetive contribution to our knowledge and love of him who

is our guide in all spiritual things,

W!O}MO"), D RS\




